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Mr. William Augustine
CECW-B

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
20 Maspaghusetts Ave., N.W.
Washiagton, D.C. 20314-1000

Re. Foymer Harshaw Chemical Company Site
Dear Mr. Augustine:

Thig Jetter is in follow-up to several phone conversations between Department ot Energy
(DOE) and Army Corps of Engineers staff and counsel concerning the potential eligibility of the
former Harshaw Chemical Compaoy Site for inciusion in the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial
Action Program (FUSRAP). This site is currently owned by Chevron.

. Section I.D. 1. of the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between DOE and the
Ammy Corps of Engineers regarding the program administration and execution of FUSRAP

provides that DOE.:

a Shall perform historical research and provide a FUSRAP eligibility determination,
with historical references, as to whether a site was used for activities which
supported the Nation’s early acomic energy program,

b Shall provide USACE with the determination, a description of the type of
processes involved in the historical activities at the site, the geographic boundaries
of those activities (as reflected by documentation available to DOE), and the

. potential radioactive and/or chemical contaminants at the site; and

o, Shall maintain records of determination of eligibility and other files, documents and

records assaciated with the ste.

In sccordance with the MOU, DOE has performed historical research regarding the
former Harghaw Chemical Company Site in Cleveland, Ohio and has concluded that this site was
used for activities which supported the Nation’s early atomic energy program. Historical
refarences supporting this conclusion are attached.
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Thi former Hirehaw Chemical Company site i losated at 1000 Harvard Boulevard,
Cleveiand, Ohio. The maln partion of the fallity insludes aver 3¢ buildings on aboui 1§ acves of
land. The total fesility i mw 40 acres. That portion of the Harshaw facility dedicated to
production uader C contracls involved three buildings: Building G1 (formerly known 88
Plant C), the foundry building and Building K1 where analytical work wes parformed.
MED/AEC-owned equipment snd material were stored in these and other buildings on the site
during the latter period of Harshaw involvement in or support to MED/AEC programs. 1t is our
understanding that Harshaw may have also performed work at the facility involving radioactive

materials for commercial purposes.

Equipment and raw materials required for pe formance under contragts with MED/AEC
ware furpished by the MED/AEC. There were at least glevan contracts hetween the Harshaw
Chemicsl Company and MED/ARC. These sontracts were primasily for the desigh, congisustion
and aperssion of & pisnt for produdtion of feed materigls for gaseous~diflalon (K-25), thersial
diffusion (8-5Q) and eleatromagmatic (Y~12) processes; to furnish large quantities of catalyst for
heavy water (P-9) production; and to provide other chemicals for various MED/AEC programs.

In general, the contracts calied for the production of brown oxide (uranium dioxide), green salt
(uranium tetrafluoride); biack oxide (sodium u-inate) and uranium hexafluoride (code named C-
616). Radioactive residues on the site can be attnbutad fo production operations conducted by

Harshaw under contracts with the AEC.

Accordingly, this site would be eligible for inclusion in the Formeriy Utilized Sites
Remedial Action Program if the Corps determines, under Section III.D.2 of the MOU that
response action under CERCLA is required to address FUSRAP-related contamination at the site.

Please let me know if you have any further questions.

Sincerely,

Asting Dtputy Assigtant Scomuy
for Environmental Restoration

Attachments



